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Mr. Kang, 

Further to our telephone discussion on June 27, 2005, attached please find a summary of issues 
to be discussed in our personal inters/iew. 
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Interview Agenda for Application Serial No. 09/839,221 

I. Applicants would like to explain in detail the distinction of the claimed invention over 
the primaxy reference to Parrv . 

A. Parry does not transfer documents between an application service provider 
and a user. Simple web access of an ASP as taught by Eairy is not a "transfer of documents" 
as this term is used in tiie claims. 

B. Parry does not disclose determining whether an ASP document is a storage 
document or a retrieval document as recited in the claims. This feature is not inherent in the 
accessing of an ASP to fecilitate a site search of a customer server as taught by Parrv . 

C. Parry does not disclose establishing a predetermined time for transferring 
an ASP document The '^spider' feature in Panv does not relate to transferring a document 
ftom or to an ASP as required by the claim, 

n. The newly cited reference to Hvakutake et al. is not prior art This cited reference has 
the identical inventive entity as the present application. Therefore, Hvakutake etal. is not 
'T)y another" and therefore does not qualify as prior art under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e). 

If you have any questions or comments please feel free to contact me at anytixne, 

Edwin D. Garlepp 



IMTTY\EDG\5244\202305US\fr;TERVlEW AOENDA.DOC 



PAGE2/2*RCVDAT6/29/200$11;36:t1AM[EastefTi Daylight Tiine]'SVR:USPTO^ 



